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DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

Claim 23 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 1 . When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is 
proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of 
the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Reilly (US 5,877,482). 

Re Claim 1: Reilly discloses a method comprising: 

• Receiving financial account identifier information of a user at a code 
allocation unit (Column 2, lines 19-45) 

• Generating an access code for the user, the access code being to identify 
the user to a business entity (Column 1, line 59- Column 2 line 18) and; 

• From the code allocation unit, effecting a value transfer utilizing the 
financial account identifier information and the access code, the access 
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code being reflected in an amount of value associated with the value 

transfer (Column 3 lines 1-28) 
Reilly does not explicitly disclose wherein the access code is transmitted to the 
user together with a receipt for the value transfer. However Reilly does disclose that 
this process occurs at an electronic funds transfer (EFT) terminal (Column 4, lines 16- 
28). Official Notice is taken that it was well known in the art at the time of invention for 
an EFT terminal to produce a receipt of a transaction to a customer (such as at an ATM 
machine, or a business entity credit card machine), including information from which to 
identify the specific transaction, often referred to as a confirmation number. It would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
include this step to the disclosure of Reilly so that a user of the method would have a 
record of the transaction that can be easily recalled should there be any issues or 
discrepancies with said transaction in the future (i.e. double charging, claims of non- 
payment ect.). 

Re Claim 2: Reilly discloses the method of claim 1 and further discloses wherein 
the value transfer is a money withdrawal transaction (Column 1 , lines 11-17; "debit 
financial transactions). 

Re Claim 3: Reilly discloses the method of claim 1 and further discloses wherein 
the generated access code is equal to the amount of money associated with the value 
transfer (Column 3, lines 22-23) 
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Re Claim 4: Reilly discloses the method of claim 1 and further discloses wherein 
the value transfer is a money deposit transaction (Column 1, lines 11-17; "credit 
financial transactions.") 

Re Claim 5: Reilly discloses the method of claim 1 and further discloses wherein 
the effecting of the value transfer is by a remote data connection (Column 4, lines 15-28 
and Fig 2) 

Re Claim 6: Reilly discloses the method of claim 1 but does not explicitly 
disclose wherein the access code is to be transmitted to the user by one or more of a 
remote data connection and an account balance statement printer. However Reilly 
does disclose that this process occurs at an electronic funds transfer (EFT) terminal 
(Column 4, lines 16-28). Official Notice is taken that it was well known in the art at the 
time of invention for an EFT terminal to produce an account balance statement, via a 
printer, to a customer (such as at an ATM machine), including information from which to 
identify the specific transaction, often referred to as a confirmation number. It would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
include this step to the disclosure of Reilly so that a user of the method would have a 
record of the transaction that can be easily recalled should there be any issues or 
discrepancies with said transaction in the future (i.e. double charging, claims of non- 
payment ect.) 

Re Claim 7: Reilly discloses the method of claim 1 and further discloses wherein 
the remote data connection is a computer network (Column 4, lines 15-28 and Fig 2) or 
an automated telephone interface. 
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Re Claim 8: Reilly discloses the method of claim 1 and further discloses wherein 
the access code comprises at least two partial codes (Column 3, lines 9-28). 

Reilly does not explicitly disclose wherein a first partial code is transmitted to the 
user together with the receipt for the value transfer and a second partial code from the 
at least two partial codes is to be transmitted by an alternative method to the user. 
However Reilly does disclose that this process occurs at an electronic funds transfer 
(EFT) terminal (Column 4, lines 16-28). Official Notice is taken that it was well known in 
the art at the time of invention for an EFT terminal to produce a receipt of a transaction 
to a customer (such as at an ATM machine, or a business entity credit card machine), 
including information from which to identify the specific transaction, often referred to as 
a confirmation number. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to include this step to the disclosure of Reilly so that a user of 
the method would have a record of the transaction that can be easily recalled should 
there be any issues or discrepancies with said transaction in the future (i.e. double 
charging, claims of non-payment ect). 

Furthermore, Reilly discloses the use of a variety of partial codes in order to 
encrypt and protect identifying information during a transaction (Column 4, lines 29- 
Column 5 line 35). This is done in order to alleviate existing problems with storing 
complete identification records in one transmission (Column 1, lines 25-32). Therefore 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to transmit any partial access codes or confirmation numbers separately in order to limit 
the risk of being obtained in whole by a third party. 



Application/Control Number: 10/018,237 v Page 6 

Art Unit: 3692 

Re Claim 9: Reilly discloses the claimed method 1 and further discloses 
receiving the identification data of the user at the code allocation unit (Column 2, lines 
19-45). 

Re Claim 10: Reilly discloses the claimed method 1 and further discloses 
wherein the financial account identifier information comprises at least one of a group 
including: 

• Data associated with a credit card number of the user (Column 4, lines 
44-50; "card data") 
Re Claim 11: Reilly discloses the claimed method 1 but does not explicitly 
disclose receiving the receipt for the value transfer at the allocation unit. However as 
was discussed in claim 1 , the process of Reilly occurs at an electronic funds transfer 
(EFT) terminal (Column 4, lines 16-28). Official Notice is taken that it was well known in 
the art at the time of invention for an EFT terminal to produce a receipt of a transaction 
to a customer (such as at an ATM machine, or a business entity credit card machine). It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to include this step to the disclosure of Reilly so that a user of the method would have a 
record of the transaction that can be easily recalled should there be any issues or 
discrepancies with said transaction in the future (i.e. double charging, claims of non- 
payment ect.) 

Re Claims 12-22: Further machine-readable medium claims would have been 
obvious in order to implement the previously rejected method claims 1-11 respectively 
and are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale. 
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Re Claims 23 Reilly discloses a method comprising: 

• Receiving financial account identifier information of a user at a code 
allocation-unit (Column 2, lines 19-45) 

• From the code allocation unit effecting a money transfer transaction 
utilizing the financial account identifier information (Column 3, lines 1-28); 

• Generating an access coded for the user utilizing an amount of money 
associated with the money transfer transaction, the access code being to 
identify the user to a business entity (Column 1 line 59- Column 2 line 18; 
and Column 3, lines 1-28); and 

Reilly does not explicitly disclose wherein the access code is transmitted to the 
user together with a receipt for the value transfer. However Reilly does disclose that 
this process occurs at an electronic funds transfer (EFT) terminal (Column 4, lines 16- 
28). Official Notice is taken that it was well known in the art at the time of invention for 
an EFT terminal to produce a receipt of a transaction to a customer (such as at an ATM 
machine, or a business entity credit card machine), including information from which to 
identify the specific transaction, often referred to as a confirmation number. It would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
include this step to the disclosure of Reilly so that a user of the method would have a 
record of the transaction that can be easily recalled should there be any issues or 
discrepancies with said transaction in the future (i.e. double charging, claims of non- 
payment ect.) 
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Re Claim 24: Further system claims would have been obvious to perform the 
previously rejected method claims 1 and 23 and is therefore rejected using the same art 
and rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 01/05/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicants sole argument is that Reilly does not disclose or suggest the access 
code 'being used to identify the user to a business entity 1 and 'being reflected in an 
amount of value associated with the value transfer.' 

However, as previously cited by the Examiner in the last Office Action, it appears 
Reilly directly addresses these limitations. Right in the abstract Reilly notes that "The 
encoded Card Key (CK) which is stored in an encoded form within the track 
discretionary data is used as the basis of a key to firs(t) encrypt the PIN. The Card Key 
is combined with transaction variables such as an amount of the transaction to produce 
a unique PIN key for the transaction ." (Abstract). It thus appears that Reilly satisfies the 
limitation in question because the PIN is 'being used to identify the user to a business 
entity' and 'being reflected in an amount of value associated with the value transfer," as 
required. 

This appears to be the only argument with regards to the prior art teachings and 
therefore the previous grounds of rejection is maintained. 

Conclusion 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy M. Harbeck whose telephone number is 571- 
272-8123. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on 571-272-6777. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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